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REMARKS 

This application has been carefully reviewed in light of the final Office Action dated 
Apr;! \ 2007. Claims A to 31 remain in the application, of which claims 1 5 , 21, and 31 are the 
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v 1 < ms 31,21 and ere amended to recite u A is 

"greater than one." To this end, and as more folly described below, Applicants have amended 
independent claims 11, 21 and 31 to recite this feature. No new matter is believed to have been 
imrodaeei i da ' ee lbs al i^ai , i ^ ^ > re thus 

respectfully requested. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

with their dependent claims, are allowable if independent claims 1 1 and 21 are amended to 
overcome § 112, f 2, ejection Accordingly and as more /t c bed be w, Applicants have 
amended independent claims 1 1 and 21 to overcome the § 1 12, 1] 2 rejection. 



Claim Ohjectims 

Claim 10 was objected to as being directed to a different subject matter than that of its 
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Claim R feat ■ « -35U&C £ 701 
Claims 4-10 and 31 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the claimed invention is 
ly di i i ?! y subject matte « e s v < cams t 

i je dec it it pe den c i j jure 

piulo nbodied cn a computer i s re % 

request reconsideration and withdrawal of the above-stated rejection, 



Claim Rejection ~ 55 KS.C. $ 112 
m the final Office Actk claims 4-3 vers rejected und 35 S.C. § II 2, second 
paragraph, as being allegedly indefinite. To this end, the Office Action asserts that "the 

^ k .i i v > t i c 1 two ory for 

allocation of a block of memory by an. operating system to the application, the block of memory 
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each dependent on these independent claims and are believed to be allowable for at least the 
same reasons. No other matters being raised, it is believed that the entire application is Mly in 
coiidk i won id sit rteous c tc 
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No fees arc believed to be due at this tune Please joph .e.>- o0 5 ji cha.i credits to 
Deposit Account 06-1050. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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